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 Animadverſions on 


the Trinity, which he advances as much more agree. 
able to the Syſtem'df Scripture, and of the Ancients, 
than the Biſhop's. 
As to*the firſt, Mr: Fn picks « Quarre with 
C caulc 6: Per 
ts bop, boa iy ebng of i Pork 
Nature of Chriſt, ' he calls them three: different 
Opinions. He would not have had the Biſhop uſe 
the word Opinion, in 2D! of that which we 


_ oY: fopgd og 04. of our. SEAS Revlon ox 


oubt- 
Teſs is a moſt ts Crime, which deſerved all 
Mr. H:i/”s Exaggerations , + Gregory of Nazian- 
22x has uſed the ſame word, Orat. 7 
when an Author underedkes to bonki 

pal Tenets touching the Nature gf Teſs 
namely, that of Artemas, that of Arius, and that of 
the Church ; he may, I think, without a Crime, 
call them three Opinions ; eſpecially, as ths Id 
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'y ks whether 
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for down: that there! are Thee P 


Mr: Hill 1:Booky. 


&« which's a bleſſed- comprehenſion. 
peats or infinuates again, ſomewhere; 
——_ _— _ 
t nave C 01 W4 
dour.. But: what can we-{ay,,when theſe 
come i from the: Mouth-of a-'Prieft, agdinft 2 
ſhop, -of the Church of England? And what means. 
Mr. Hi!.,” when he-finds fault with the Notion 
of: Faith given by: the: : (han Ragg £0; yp aye 
believe Poicits (0.6 
ſuaded thar they are NO in-Scripeure 
it follow-from:'thence, -as Mr, Hil roam P- 6. 
The Faith reſobves 'it "kf -_ each ' private Man's, 


_ "Whith indeed OCca | all..che 
Fo and . Diviſions: thar - have. been 'in- the: 
Cc E:-1 NP 
This: Cenſiire . has GOmartnd for Gogular i®-4t, 
pos. aaron ney bros ub 


6 hd MW. 411k 


qo ny. 


hiefly' 
Mr vutare porcine 
plein- himſelf clearly: cuponr this My 
are- his furmiſes.  'The Biſhop bn 


; whereas - 
aſs Boo the unja lounducner he takes 096vr. 


fion,, 


2 Arimadverſronton 
fioh to divert his "Reader, borrowing for that -pur- 
poſe rhe witty" Conceit of the S9ci#5an Author :of 
a little Book, Entituled', 'The Dofrine of the Tri- 


nity ſet in #15 True" Light \-*P. 405 Por ,'\p. 19. . 


he 'brings-in a'-Carechumen, 'who defires/to Enzw 
of the Biſhop what the underſtands by the Three 
of. the Trinity; and ſeeing that the Biſhop avoids 
the word Perſon," he laughs at' the” InftruRion 
which the- Biſh6p gives him! and leaves him to 
ſeek fome”comfort- in the DoArine of-:the [Philo- 
ſophers.: -I am ſurprized/ that Mr. 4 gives him- 
ſelf ſo much trouble to prove, [that the word Perſox 
occurs in the Epiſtle to the H-brews , and-1n Ter- 
tallian , ſee he ſhews himſelf, that 'the* Biſhop 
believes 55” much--as + he: does: upon - this Article, 
p. 17, The Biſhop had expreſſed himſelf” very 
clearly upon'the- matter; p. 97. Theſe * are -his 
words ,: This is the DoCQtrine* that IT intend 'now 
+ to! exfilain'to-you':: I do: notimean that 51 will 
& pretefidi'to- tell you how :this'14s: to be/'under- 
« ſtood, and in: what reſpe& theſe. Perſons are be- 
© lieved to be One, and in what"reſpeQts they are 
< Three, 3 3 ih nfh 2H euf na 


But Mr. Hill was reſolved*to give- his Suſpici- 


ons/ a full feope, and he would: rather rob' the 
Biſhop of this Conſeſſion, than do him-Juſtice' by 
acknowledging the truth.. All this. favours very 
much ofa: Spirit of -Diſputation, and argues but 


little ſincerity. But-after all; imay be/asked,: why: 
has not"the'Biſhop made uſe! every where'of >the 
word Perſon, which is conſecrated by. ſo :long''a 


Cuftom'in:the Church, and why does he more fre- 
quently\-ſay the Bleſſed Three? - Aly: body elſe, 


but 


Mr; Hill's Book, 


Giit Me. 2747 would eafily ave | 
reaſon of it. The natbre 'bf as iff 
Avians and Socihians, who will have vs ffi kt 
words of Scripture, requites chat we Thould expte 
the truths of Chriſtianity in Scripetite: 3:6 
we would have them to be received. ; 
daſh mingle with them words which ny Jos 
upon as foreign, and which need ro be ſoftned, to 
give them a ſenſe free from abſurdity inthe nmat- 
ter of the Trinity; this ferves only. t6 render the 
Diſpute intricate, whereas 'we ſhould aim at- the 
convincing of ehetn by that principle which'they 


acknowledge, namely the Authority of the Scrip- 


cure, 


Bur there is ſomething miore t&/be ſand for the 
Biſhop. 16 all likelihood he would” hot 
himſelf in the Method of thoſe, who t6'defend@' 


DoAtine of the Trinity againſt the' Sorinimns, Bens 


to have given them great Advantages by 
down Priciples "om which cs to be 
caſton- may be taken, ro impite Friche#ſWto/rhe'Þ 
fenders of the Frinity. This inconveietty' oy 
be avoided by reducing the difpure' &6/this NY 

Scripture, which cannot. fo eaſily be dtie, - Where: 
we. employ fucht words ds are! 
Socinians Ns chiv't J r,"10 


of ' 7ritheijm 'i5 Jt 
| x & overthrowing of the whote Article of 
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F,- 8itk6p jtrttire; who hinfel | 
Per ſoh where tie has occafwon for it, *opult"hivvene 
manner of defign'tb condetrin that word, the forne- 
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Animadverſrons, on 
the Difpute, that he might not- involve himſelf. into 
an unneceſſary Conteſt with relation to a Socinian. 
He. has exatly kept himſelf to the terms of Scrip- 
ture, which he thinks are preciſe enough to con- 
vince. an. Arian, or a Socinian: Tam perfwaded, 
That-if. Mr. Hil] had been to handle this Subjet 
with the {ame views, he would have done as the 
Biſhop, and that no Biſhop would have cenſured 
him for it, But Mr. H// was reſolved right or 
wrong, to appear, in Publick againſt his Lord- 
hip. ; | 
Mr. Hill comes on with a new Charge, and en- 
deavours to faſten a ſuſpicion, upon the Biſhop, as 
if he did not believe the perſonality of the A-y& 
before the Incarnation. The Biſhop ſays, That 


the ward Per/oz. was :adopted, chiefly, in oppoſi- 


to the Patripaſ/ians. This does not ſatisfy Mr. Hz/1, 
he labours to prove that Praxeas was the firſt Au. 
thor of that Hereſy; and he ſhews by St. Pauls 
Epiſtles, that the word Per/o» was in uſe before 
Praxeas'$s,time. Tis not_very material, and yet 
no Digrefſion, to ſhew that Mr. F// is miſtaken. 
about the Antiquity of the Patripaſians). Simon Mas. 
g45 was the: Author of that Se, above 160 be- 
fore Praxeas. At lealt, this is what we are told by 
Treneus, St. Auguſtin, and T heodoret. Vid. Cout. in lib. 
Conſtit. p. 285. . Neither is it certain, that Heb, 1. 2. 
Charafter Hypoſtaſeos mutt be _rendred by Perſon; 


' the Vulgar has rendred it -by Subtaxce, as well as 


Chap. XI.. And the ;Fathers of the Council of Nice 
have taken the word Fhpoſtaſis in the Creed', for 
Eſſence or Subſtance. Thoſe who were at the Coun- 
cil. of Alexandria, in the year 362, took. 1t 7 the 

| | me 


"1M. Hifs 5 Book. 


ſame ſenſe ;"and'Sr, Jerow undeffiooditÞs; Pp. $7. 
However, lays Mr. H/!, the Biſhop has not 
ven to the Word the true "Notion of a Perſon; 
"ſides that he has avoided” that Expreflit E er 
ing of it; The Biſhop ofily acknowledges, - 
Father, the Word, and the Spirit have” a particular 
diſtinftion from one another, by which" every one 
of them differs from another; "and tho Mr.. F111 
Cites the Biſhop's words; whoaffirms, "Thar in the 
Eſſence of God there are Three. which are real- 
ly different from eachother ,* and which differ 
ou one another more than three Mos ye or 
three Economies , or t Ire: ; 
he is not” pleaſed Regs 2: ; bur 
he muſt needs be'a Sibellizh.. 'T "=. wy 
- made too raſhly. ' The Biſhop ſays, Ford 
Perſon muſt not . be' underftood 'in 'the* min 
the Trinity , as-we' ordinarily do in .felation Gd 
Creatures, 4 compleat - Intelligeyt” Being.” And*doe 
this offend. Mr. Hill? For 'my part, T cine nb 
harm. in. it, The Bifhop has of his fide ET EEIIT 
ber. Divines, who have confidered 
of the Trinity with ſome attention? Tor he there is 
that difference berwixt the ys & 7, 
and Perſons among Creature the' De: 
finition of a Perſon, rejedte 
belong ; that if that OY Boe admitced in- 
ro the Trinity , it would import the Mulciplica- 
tion of the Eſſence , as well as the” Multiplication 
of the Perſons, which is juſtly to be he ed by all 
Divines. Afer all, if che Dopod bw 
ned the nature and degree of the 
which is betwixt che Tg Perſons; bat hasuhere 
2 in 


friee/nfin on 
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p himſelf, or ſeen Co 
more weaken than won wa pm wie the belief 
of chis Myſtery. . 

Theſe; are Mr. Hill's chief Accuſations upon the 
Article of the Trinity. He has not been willing 
to, conlidey,. as: any equitable Man would hays 
done , Lg the Ke dd, ay deſign to write a 
| Treatiſe u Trigiy., which would have 
obliged; Ls to. aaa t is Subject in another 
manger, but that he glances only upon what muſt 
be lad in general, Q be. underſtood, in order 
Tel he wi ng .p avian Lo Guilt, gh ; 
| er of - tus e.. An 
/ nh e: briefly mg the Article of the Tri 
Bity, as a gs Bligh to explain that of the In. 
earnation,, -thoſe.who after this can., charge him 
with not believing, WeTTy ifs becaufe he does not 
treat, that matter. in. its f '- ent, muſt either be 
very mahcious, ar ly defeQive in their Judg- 
MENLCS, | 

Let, us come now, to the point of the. Incarna- 
tion, After, that, Mr, H1! has ſuppoſed, contrary 
ro. all truth, that the Biſhop does, not believe Three 
Perſons in. the Trinity, he dowaright charges him 
with denying the Perſonality of the Word, and ac- 

. knowledging the Perſonality. of the Meſſias: no 


other 


baba £4 


other way,; than as the Perſonality of Jeſus Chriſt 
did reſult only from the Union of his Two Na- 
tures, Then he gives himſelf a great deal of trou- 
ble to confute his own Whimſy...  Byt | need 00- 
ly remember him. of the foregiced words of che Bi 
ſhop, to ſhew him how unfairly he deals in this 
matter. He does noe att more honeſtly, when he 
wiredraws this Expreſſion of the Biſhop, That Di- 
vinePerſon in whom awelt the Eteryal Word, to prove 
that he acknowledges no Perſonality, but in the 
Humane Nature. of Chrift;. Eſpecially , lays he, 
becauſe the Biſhop has nor exploded the Imagi- 
nation, of thoſe,, who. conceive that the Charatier 
of Sox of God: has its foundatioa ia the Humanity 
which the Word has aſſumed. The. Biſhop has 
rejected this Notion, as. 2 falſe Doctrine,” tho 
he has not-refuted it ex profeſſo,, his SubjeQt lead» 
ing him to. ſomething that. was more materia 

But might not be ſpeak in the ſame firain with 
all thoſe, who: ſpeak of the Human Nazuze of 


Teſus Chrift? None elſs but Mr. Hi/4 would have - 


taken it amiſs, He: muſt be ſtrangely given up 
to his Suſpiciogs, to conceive and-publiſh ſuch as 
thefe againſt the Biſhop upon-- ſuch flight and 
poor Arguments. And does not Mg. Hill deſerve 


"to be admired, when having criticized upon thele 


words of the Biſhop, he-obſerves, That fince the 
Biſhop does not tell us, whether the Father, and 
the Spirit" did enter into the Perſonality, which 
reſulted from- the Unjon-of the 'Fwo Natures, or 
not, but only that God: and Man: are become Qae-. 
Perſon , he has left a Door open far- many 


fics upon this Myſtery. Ons, bad.necd. haye mugh 


patience 


Animadverſfions on 
patience to follow an Author ſo fruitful in vain 
Conceits, He quotes theſe words of the Biſhop, 
chat the Word dwelt in-Fleſh ; and yet he is angry 
becauſe the Biſhop ſays elſewhere, that God and 
Man are become ons Perſon ; as if under the ge- 
neral name of God,the Biſhop would leave his Rea- 
der to think that he underſtands the Father and 
the Spirit as well as the Word. At this rate when 
we ſay that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of God, we leave 
the Hearer 1n ſuſpenſe, whether we mean that he 
is only the Son of the Father, or likewife, the Son. 
of the Holy Ghoſt. When a Man reafpns/ thus in 
a matter of ſo great moment, one woyld think 
he deſigns nothing elſe but to be laughed at, or 
to be read with indignation, =: 

He goes on to the Divinity of the Mefſias, upon 
which he raiſes new Accuſations againſt the Bi. 
ſhop ; though he confeſſes p. 45. That the Biſhop 
has advanced many Good and Orthodox Truths 
upon this Article. This being the main thing in- 
tended by the Biſhop, it will not be improper to 
give you a ſhort account of it, that you may judge 
the better of the Juſtice of Mr. Hil's Accuſations. 
Firſt of all the Biſhop gives an Idea of the dwel. 
ling of the Word in Fleſh ; and he explains in a 
very intelligible manner, what's called in Schoo!. 
terms the FHypoſtatical Union ; then he-goes on to 
ſhew whence this Phraſe of Inhabitation, or Sheking 
is borrowed, namely, from the Divine Preſence, 
granted to the Jews in the Cloud of Glory which 
was over the Tabernacle. He very exaQly obſerves, 
That the God of the Jews is called Fehowsh, a 
word. which the Seventy have rendred' conſtantly 


by 


Ms.- Hill's. Book, 


by 'that of Ke, and that the Evangeliſts and 
Apoſtles aſcribe conſtantly thae word "to _ Jeſus 
Chrift, becauſe of the indwelling. of the' Word; 
ſo that when | the Apoſtles have propoſed 'Teſus 
Chriſt as the true Objet of the Adoration of 
Chriſtians, they did not change the Obje& of Ado» 
ration received among the Fows, ſince it was the 
lame Jehovah |'who inhabited before the Cloud of 
Glory, that now dwelt -in Fleſh, in an inſepi- 
_ Table manner, which is to continue for ever.. This | "5 
is a ſhort abſtra&t of what the Biſhop explains at 7:75: 
large, and with ſeveral refleftions upon divers | £546 
Texts of Scripture, p. 129. His words are; © In 
* oppoſition to all which, we Chriſtians own but 
* one ſupreme God, and we do alſo believe thar 
** this great God is alſo our federal God, or Feho- 
« vah, 'by his| dwelling in the Human Name of 
* Jeſus Chriſt; ſo that he is our Lord not by an 
« aſſumption into high Dignity, or the commu- 
&« nicating divine Honour to him, but as the Exernal 
© Word dwels bodily in him : And thus he is our 
<< Lord, not asa Being diſtin& from, or deputed by 


y; 
PS 


< the great Gqd, but as the great | 
« himſelf in his Fleſh or human Nature. ; whic! 
« js the great, Myſtery. of Godlinefs,. or of true 
« Religion: And: this will give a.clear account of 
« all thoſe other paſſages of the New Tefl ment, Ft 
« ;n'which the Lord Jeſus is mentioned, as diftindt _ © OA 
<« from, and ſubordinate to God and his Father. The © _- ED 
_ *one is the. more extended Notion of God, as the - 
«© Maker and -Preſerver | of all "things and; the | 
< other is the/more ſpecial Notion, as appropria- 


z 


Animadverſrons on 
4 © ted to Chriſtians, by which God is federally their 
| \ © God, Lord, or Fehoveh. © | 
: Certainly a Man muſt have a ſmall ſtock of Mo- 

deſty or Sincerity, who having read this Explica- 

tion, can charge a Prelate with Socinianiſm, or 

Neſtorianiſm, And thus he goes about to prove 

his accuſarion. He takes notice of an Expreſſion 

of the Biſhop's, p. 25. We believe, ſays the Bi- 
ſhop, That Chriſt was God by verve of the 1n- 
dwelling of the eternal Word in him ; the Jews 
could make no ObjeQion to this, who knew that 
their Fathers had worſhipped the Cloud of Glory, 
becauſe of God's reſting upon it. It is a fine thin 

to ſee how gravely Mr. Hil! ſnaps up this Exprel- 
ſion of the Jews worſhipping: the Shekzina : Here 
he makes a pompous ſhew of needleſs Remarks 
to convince the Biſhop that God and the Cloud 
were -two different things ; and that the Fews never 
worſhipped the Cloud of Glory, becauſe otherwiſe 
they had been Idolaters. And all this, becauſe the 

Biſhop has taken the 'Shekiza, for God dwelling in 

the Cloud, 1 confeſs that Expreffion is' not alto- 

gether exaQ ; but a candid Reader would eaſily 
' have underſtood it by ſo many other Expreſſions 
which the Biſhop employs tm ſpeaking upon this " 

Subje&,. where he ſhews rhe difference which he 
*makes- between God and the Cloud of Glory. No 

body has found fault with Dr. Teniſon for taking 

the Shekina for the+ ſecond Perſon, ( of Tdolatry 

p-319.) theſe are his words ; © Accordingly 

* when God is faid in the Old Teftament'to Have 

« appeared, they ſeem to miftake, who aſcribe it 

cc to 


| 


| Uh Hills, Beok. 


«to an" » |God;-.and d -not' ts the 
« ſecond Perſon, as the"Shetina' Cor as Tertulliat 
_« calleth He "the repreſentator of '\the Father: 
© The ſame Expreſſion occurs p, 380, of the ſame 
<« Book. : And yet Dr: Fexiſon'thi — 
ſed hitherto of confounding» the Habirdrion - 

the ady%; that dwelt: inthe! Cload:"- Di.ovtkuby 
fays-as much as Dr. Tenſor, and*Mr.- Hill does 
not take it /ill. "He 'has''read: 7ertwullian's: Book 
againſt Praxeas, bur he ſcems:nottorhave underſtood I 
| char Maxim in/it] = Malo:re/ \4d Jenſion #24 

#d ſonum vicabult exerceas; at leaftihe does i 

Aiſe it-much !in reſpe&t to the Biſho 
ſigce-he owns, p.27:' that the Biſhop | ec 
that Eypreffion.:' Bur Mr Hill ot Gareinlylans 
rack'rhis Expreſſion, Oy in (ir-{elftitmay 


he falls upon the w les 
and. to overthrow 
what the p: 

vah tas" been always!ap arplios to/the 
ling in 'the"Cloud'-of | Glory; ore ary: 


ehis were : ited, he: denies, .That'the: Di 
las” [can cat) tbe(inferred "rhe Dininey 
ly © hit, =w'the Biſlbprbald bare 


lis forniſhed he 'Bi with o tivtichs of :the Di- 
vinity's ! fling” in : Feſts- Somnrrd Oyrerms or 


round! upon. ©L 
Hy Cancer 1 ; 
ſes To himielF: FCLnobg: 


which He7 
ſcenis:1r0o!:appro ; miitfhe xt Cady”! 


the Son cxſiey of the Fathe#\;a 


14 


us another:Solution which he-ebioks © better. We 
ſhall reſume every one /'of //thefe Heads in their 
order.” And, - \ ::: | Crnpviel 


L Mr. Hi denies that the word Fehowed is: al- 
ways aſcribed: to Gody/ with: relacion co: uhis Ha- 
bitation in; tha Cloud: What tho the Biſhop had 
been fomewhart too, politive —_— the word 
Jehowah , it afſerting that it always refers to the 
Habitation in [the Cloud? Here:iwere after al no 

| harm \fince Mr. A&W himſelfoo was that be 
is: called fo where ſpoken of as in Covenant with 
the Fews.. A litcle Candor -and Common Senſe 
would have y——_— an Jogenuous. Reader £0 
make that Refirition. of 'the Biſhap's/words} but 
1m vain ſhould the Biſhop:look. for To wc —_— 
from: Mr. #4//, who difpures for diſputiog's fake. 
Divines of a greater: Name tban Mr. Hol, laugh at 
thole Remarks which be has accummlated..- Dr. Te« 
zifon' has proved; Thar-the''Skelgad) is celebrated 
down from- dan to: Noah, :from: Nah: to: Moſes, 
from Moſes 'to the' Caprivity, arid from: the: Cap» 
tivity to the Mfle. , This is in his Book of Idola- 
try, where ane would: think he inget 2-Refu- 
tatzon.of Mr. AAR,” After ally; 'whattverithe means 
ing of thei word :Fehorwat nay have bdet  hefors 
the Law, it's. certain, as i ſad, Fhasrwnder the 
Law: that word. denoted the God: which the/Yews 
worſhipped in the Cloud of Glary ;-and/thae ie im 
with reſpect to that:Habitamod-ehac St. Fobg ys, 
fpaking"'of: his Incarnation';' oT hat the Wort has 
dwelt amongft us.: > /The Biſhop,.. who :inrends co 
prove that che: Apolitits did INOS: 

| je 


jet OA hot PIP w 
under-the Law, delires no-more than 
is ſufficient for his 

But \can we rationally infer the 
the Meſlias fromthis, ele the fuels of he , 
head 'dwells in him: bodily. ,: as! St; Pad tells us 
Col.-2. The Orthodox have belioved it to this day; 

of Beg 


I know not what prog = 
ich himſelf would: have been aſha 

| ah been tranſported with! his . Pollioge.s 7 
chis paſſage-fromr the; Biſhop which ſeems - 
to his purpoſe, Mr. Hit gives it ſo-Chi 
Ioterpreration, thar: probably he Fn the firſt Ioven- 
toy/of  it'| he "pretends. that hiſt Prep 
an per dee 
excl ; ram the 5upreme: | 
or Divinity ; but that tho Se. Paw/ had declared 

' Jebovsh ro: be in Jelus' Chriſt, - yer. of what: fort 
of inexiſtence- ſoeverthis wight.be underſtood, i 
could not be concluded: from: it ,, thas che; \Meſlias 
was to be adored. | I am not"of Mr. Hil's ming 
concerning the ſenſe he gives to. the. a fp 
14ce 1 that: place of St. Paul. *Fis- Not+ ve »* 
bable that this Apoſtle ihad anceye toche (au 
and'it' is much. more- natural. to:.underſiand 
fulneſs in oppoſition: to the deat | 
p under'the Old Tf z: the; _ 
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ftle declares that ir dweit bodily,” which' is oppo- 
ſed to Figures. »vy2 is the word which-the: Apo. 
ftle has expreſſed by wwalnua;, which: Ggnities - 
really and ſubſtantially. | But be: this as. ic_will, 
what can Mr. 1/ mean., when he' denies 'thar 
from ſtch\' an Habitation as this, [by which' the 
Fleſh'is perſonally united ro the Deity, the A- 
doration of the Meflſias cannot be inferred? It's 
plain ; that ' the Biſhop does nor. pretend that the 
Fleſh oughr'to be:adored in the--Perſon of Jeſus 
Chriſt ;' but'it'is yet more Certain, :'that no' Chri- 
ſtriar, except thofe that - deny the; Hypoſtatical 
Union of both Natures, denies that the word in- 
carnate is tobe adored, that' is, the Meflias, who 
ts God and Man. © They all :agree ,- That the 
Principle of Aaorabitity ,, or that for which the 
Perſon of the Meſſias is to be. adored, is the Divi- 
nity of the Word; but they don't deny, as Mr. £// 
ems: to do, that' Jeſus Chrift is the Obje& of Ado- 
ration; becauſe the indwelling of the Word:is ſuch, 
that thereby the Human and Divine Natures are 
united in one Perſonality. ; 

Here is another. Criticiſm. of Mr. H;//s. He 
owns, That the Argument which -the Biſhop 
draws from the word «ec, that is conſtantly gt- 
ven to Jeſus Chriſt in the New, and anſwers to 
thar of Jehovah in the 0/4 Teſtament, is an ex» 
cellent Argument, but he thinks the Biſhop had 
not skill enough to: free ir. from /'an ObjeAtion a» 
riſing from x Cor. 8. The.4r4ans: have inſiſted upon 
that place, Verſe 6. Nobis tamen unus Deus pater, to 
prove that the Son was not God. They have-been 
anſwered, That when the Father is. aamed hes 
the. 


- Domini«z becauſe the . 


Mr. Hill's Book. 
the Son is alſo evidently ſuppoſed; as having the Di-- 
n che Sorrof God, ot 


vine Nature, if he be truly 
2 , | that by the ſame rea- 
Js; That the' Father 'is not 
"mus Feſus Chriſtus per quem onnia and whereia 
has the Biſhop uf er this Argument? Becauſe 
the Biſhop affirms (fays = _—_ —_ the word 
«vec; anſwering to thar ehovah in the Sevent 
Tranſlation, is bete rial? ond to lap” 
which' he eſtabliſhes as a conſequence- of his A 
potheſis, that the word «vez; is a federal 'Ti 
of God, with relation” to the Fews. Now Mr. H#/ 
thinks that's a' falſe Hypotheſis : On the - other 
hand he pretends, That the word xugzc; is oppo» 
{ed to that of »wejo: by St. Paul, whict cannot be 
rendred by Fehove in the Plural Number; © from 
whence he | concludes, That the Biſhop has "not 
taken off the Objefion he makes to himſelf. The 
queſtion ſtarted by Mr. H///, whether the word 
x52e4%; Exprefies that of Jehovah; 2nd whether ſup- ' 
poſing it expreſſes. the Fehovah of the O/d Teſtament, 
it is a federal word with reſpe& to the Fews; this 
ueſtion, I ſay, is decided 1n favour"of the-Bi- 
hop , not only by the 'Moderns, 'but- alſo by the 
Ancients, [If Mr. HY/ has a mind to be'tnform- 
ed of the Opinion of the- Ancients in this mat- 
matter ,. lex him read 0r-/2e» upon the 8th of Exze-. 
kiel, p. x. and St. Jerom upon the fame at the be- 
ginoing of his gth Book 3\ he may read alſo the 
Learned Pear/oz upon' the Creed, as to thefecond 
thing controverted- here between the Biſhop and - 
him. The foundation of this Opinion 5- more - 


been often {aid to th 
ſon we- might concly 


folid 
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ſolid than Mr. #41! is aware.of ; almoſt all the 
Ancients prove the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, be- - 
cauſe it was he who ; Cage under the 0/d Te- 

ſtament., and that he who then appeared is named 
Fehowah , which the Seventy render by wes. 
Therefore the Apoſtle might . ſay, according . to 
this Phraſealogy, that if the Chriſtians did ac- 
knowledge bur one God, they acknowledge: like- 
wiſe but one Lord, vis, Jeſus Chriſt; giving' to 
the 2429; the Title of Jehovah, which is Des by 
«4g 1n the Old Teſtament, So that'it is St, Paw/*s 
Dearine, that the ado; is Tehoweh, and that the 
>os Incarnate is no leſs Fehovah than he was be- 
fore the Incarnation, If it were otherwile, St. Paul 
had argued like a. Sophiſter, when he proves 
by. a palſage out of Focl, that Salvation belongs to 
Chriſtians, becauſe they invake Jelus Chriſt, who 
is the Lord ſpoken of in Foe/, Rome. 10: 

I know not why Mr, Hi# is not ſatisfied with 
this Solution ; *cis his fault, and: not the Biſhop's : 
For whoever aſſerts that Sr. Pa«/ finds the Fountain 
of the Diety 1n the Father, by reaſon of which 
he calls rhe Father the 'only God, and whoever 
maintains that the Son is the ſecond: Perſon, who 
is called «ves by the Jews, and. by whom God 
has aQed all along during that Oeconomy, leaves 
no force at all to the OQbjeQians of 4riavs or So- 
CI ZHARS. 


Laitly, Mr. Hi# rejeQs the Argument-for our 
Saviour's Divinity, which the Bi draws from 
this; that we don't read either in the 4#s of the 
Apoſtles, or in their Epiſtles, that ever the GE 
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was exalted to the Tizle of God 
It's ccstain, that in' this caſe 


the Jews is 4 very ſtrange thing, for | NE; 
the ery objea ge thing ortheywonk in: | En 


x ſeems to him 
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retuens to the Dogriac of the Tr EC oe 
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nity, and accuſes the 'Biſhop of having ſuppreſſed 
_ the Notions which diſtinguiſh the Perſons; viz. 
Generation and Proceſſion. + 

This Accuſation is as unjuſt and-as ill grounded 

as all the reſt; for the Biſhop ſays enough of that 
Matter, p."132, 1 E 2, and 134. ' He ſhould have 
conſidered, that fince the Biſhop did not under- 
take a Treatiſe concerning the 'Trinity, he was 
-not bound to+.cxamine : the | whole Dogma ; it 
was ehough for his purpoſe / to. mention. only 
what he thought moſt” fit to eſtabliſh the Div1- 
nity of Chriſt, that he intended to prove againſt 
the Sociniens. Beſides, Mr. H-{] ought to have 
done the Biſhop the Jultice-to believe, that he does 
no leſs include in the: Myſtery: (-which he does 
not pretend to explain for -fear:of/ deſtroying the 
nature of it ) thoſe Notions which diſtinguiſh the 
Perſons, than the Dogma it ſelf. .. And indeed, 
though.;theſe Notions which the. Biſhop owns to 
be ſo-real, -as to produce'a real and numerical: di- 
ſtintion betwixt the Perſons, are uſed by us in 
ſpeaking of the Trinity., Mr. - 7:4 cannot be ig- 
norant that they are no. leſs Myſterious and DE. 
ficult to be 'explained than the Dogma. it ſelf, We 
underſtand what made Mr. #/ return to this 
Subje&t; he had a mind to bring in queſtion the 
Biſhop's believing of the Trinity, becauſe he ſays 
in a Letter to Mr. Boyle, that in many ancient 
Manuſcripts he has. not found that celebrated place 
of St. John, There are three, &c, Here he oppoſes 
to the Biſhop an Author who takes this place for 
Genuine ; this is no great piece of Cunning, ' For 
feither the Biſhop, nor the other .learned _ 
x who 


who compare 'the- nn upon. coitroverted 
places, ror give the: Herericks any advao- 


tage. 'Dr. Fell, the late: Bi of | who 
took fo much pains in':thiskind of :Eiterature, 
” would have thanked" the Biſhop! of? Satibury' for 


his Diſcovery : For that great/Man judged of t 
otherways, and by more elevated Principles/than 
Mr, Hill. } am ſure Dr.. Mills will-make uſe of 
the Biſhop's Obſervation, and 'do/ him thar-Juſtice 
which ve Biſhop of Oxford would bave done, if 
he had executed his Deſign. But this keeps me 
from the main SubjeQ. - | 
Fe of Tee at as ni Mr. Hill cenſus in 
the Biſhop; concer pretended: il uſage of 
the Farkirh, p. phages, "Ty taxes the | Pathers;fays 
Mr. H11, * for no real Obliquities, bur their Ca- 
wt tholick Principles ; -- fixes on them/fach Theories 
* as hey never dreamed of, and ſachi:as. are de- 
«'{tryftive of their own.ayvowed Faith; 1and'this 
« without quoting ſo much :as one paſſage out of - 
them ; he grves them aor- { much: as one good 
© word, but ly prezencs them-4o us as:@ parcel 
® of -imp ftinent and 16 Bablers. 
> Here '5s't Charye, 2nd the Proof followip-154- 
In tus,- Hys the Biſhop,” 5.e."invheit the 
Refpetts and ' Modes of this. Ugity and; OT 
Aion, wo: Ange boerh-Ancients and 
| | Prrfuagsr gope beyond bounds,” whilei why 2 Were 
caſed wirh ' the'. Platonicat Nortoos-of Emaina- 
| rions, ' z0d Fecundicyigche Divine"Effence.} The 
| Biſhop, you'fee; uſes! the words perhaps. and coo 
70 he does not ſay all ; which does mightily 
D An 
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mitigate his Aſſertion, And'yet Mr. H/l is plea- 
ſed to ſay, That he reflets upon the whole An- 
cient Church before and after the Council of 
Nice :. This 'is not very ſincere. But granting the 
Biſhop +had' ſpoken ſo generally as Mr. H/ 1m- 
putes it to him, yet he had ſaid nothing upon this 
Matter, but what many learned men of both Com- 
munions have advanced. Mr. Hill ſays, That we 
may very well aſcribe Platonical Notions to Ars, 
fince Petavius avers that Arins was a Platonilt; 
bur not to the Fathers who have diſputed againſt 
Arins, This matter of Fact is not ſo certain as 
Mr. Hill thinks. DoQtor Cudvorth pretcnds thar- 
Petavius is miſtaken, and that Athanaſius and the. 
Fathers of Nice were much greater Platoniſts than 
Arias. But without entring upon that Queſtion, 
it's undeniably true that the Fathers have made 
uſe of Plato's Authority to explain the Myſtery 
of the Trinity. Clemens Alexanarinus,. Origen, and 
Euſebins Ceſariexfis, have done it before the Coun- 
cit of Nice ; and St. Cyril does the ſame after 


them againſt Fu/;z9n. And yet Mr. Hi comes 


and tells us poſitively, . that the Fathers were not 
Platoniſts, becauſe ' Petavins ſays that Arins was 
a Platonift. | Petavias acknowledges that Plato's 


Trinity does very widely differ from the Chriſtian 


Trinity. DoQtor Teniſon ſays the fame, and 
proves it with great ExaQtneſs and Learning ( of 
Idolatry, p.77, 78, and p. 139.) And after this, 
K it a Crime for the Bilhop of Salisbary to reject 
thoſe Platonical Notions of the Trinity ? 


. | - But 


Ar. ills Book, 


- But after! all, ſays Mr,-; The: 
Emanations is derived from the 
before Jeſus Chriſt, and applied by $ Fachers 
to the Dodrine of the Ferns | ;_and. the: Bp 
ought not to have ſuppoſed that ſome; of x] 
cients did rejet them, while get were admit ji 
by others. - This Accuſation may be refuted in a 
word. The Biſhop himſelf admits of A parc 
as giving us the propereſt Idea to expreſs what we 
conceive of the-Triaity ; but he hoc: the. Pla- 
tonical Emanations, which have no . ms 
Conformity with the Trinity of Chriſtians, al- 
though many Ancients and Moderns have ts 
them, as all the learned do ra LI 

I- ſhall make the ſame Anſwer 

th ib ha 


cundity,; whereof. Mr. #731 thinks oks the 
avoided the Notion in explaining. the ty 
Mr. Hi grows ſo. exceeding warm. RN wy 
ow Jaorſs Pr OPHReTE Trl againſt che 
i oes. ;not 1 why 
fo much Noiſe ?.. The, Bi ”\ ihe p cmploys his 
courſe in proving the DP ACN 
whom the” Father has communicated the 
Nature ;-.chis is what. we..call Eternal Genera 
So:thati;he- e ſaid abſolut elf 20 
, cundity; of, che Divine Nature, which 
chat-ir is.communicated to ſeveral. perſo 


he does nat believe; /Fecundity ACCOr 
6 imp ied op cop " 


ſaxms: pus ha Ether t 


tn; ee deas © s his 
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relation to the Holy Ghoſt, Muſt he' be therefore 
truck with Anathema? a | 
This word  Fecundity may be uſed in a' good 
Senſe, in ſpeaking of the Generation of the Son; 
which is the communication 'of the Diviee Ne- 
cure by the Father co the - Son 3 but' T queſtion 
whether it may be uſed with reſpe&t to the Ema- 
nation of the Holy Ghoſt, 2 Patre & a Filio; 
this Emanation 'is neyer called Generation in 
Scripture ,- - the Language whereof ſhould be 
our Rule in Tpeaking of this Myſtery ;"and what- 
ever ' fome Divines may have thought, it is more 
prudent co abſtain from it. The Nominals main- 
tain that it 1s as true to fay, Deus mon" generaty 
which is true in regard 'of 'the Son, -as to ay; ' Des 
enerat, Which is trae of the Father. ' I'would 
Jak Know Mr. Hill's Opimon about this Propoſi- 
tion, Yolawtas genuit  voluntatem,' ut © rmag penuit 
fapientiam. 1 am perſuaded he' would not like it, 
though it is: certainly true that 4:hbanafias and 
St. Azvenſtin have carried thus far the Notion of 
Fecundity, | Meds Bs 
Mr. H-/! fancies to Nonplus the Biſhop, 'when 


| he charges him with 'aſctibing to*'the: Fathers 


fach Notions as were altogether Heatheniſh, 'and 


even ſaying , that they itroduced theny into the .. 


Nicene Creed, which has, Zamen de lumine, ſpeak- 
ing of the Ererma! Word, Thele ate the p's 
words, p."61. For we have Tootfteps" of @"Tra- 
*vition, as Ancient as any ' we Wn! trace” up, 
* which limited the Emanations'to Three." And 
< theſe thought there was a produQtion, 'or rather 


«an 


Mr. Hill's 
* ah EduQtion” of - two. our-of he Beſt 7 inthe 


« fame": manner- that forme 
«that ; Souls-were:” q frm Souls; and 
was Cx 


« the Figure by which: t 


«chat of one Candle- being” lighted at” moth Rept mar 
nary ee have. ene he men eh 9g A .c2- 

* Light if Light. It's certain thay'm | 
« Fathers felfofteninto this 'conceir;- may From 
theſe: words. Mr. H// concludes, ' Firff;' Thar the i 
Fathers,” accordin -t-rhe- Biſhop; ave- borrows = R 
ed their Notion ofthe. Three: "Eenanarions, rom © 
that-of the Philoſophers the © Propagy- 
tion of-' Souls, namely, the Notion” of” 'the' 
ginal-of. Souls: «3x Prieduce,' Siro 
rhar che Fachers: did! never vſe*t 
Candles , "whereof cone" is" lip] | 
—— He charges him with fixing a Plate 's 
& Ee ! a Pagan Notion | Wa. 2 
Light of: Lighe. © Alt this'Coiric5/on;- which*takes vp -" 
abour;chirry-Pages, pcs gon nothing 3.30 Þ 
ko gee | 3 on 


TOY" 4h b 


Animadverſions.0n 


$235 Teas & W#aliv F TA av Rds. Gu. tAartls?) 7) 

Ew, 57w #4 © My© egy Fav Ga ' i m8 mater; Ov- 

yew, G&% &Ag0v Tema IT Honngrr, P- 145. B. 

and this Similitude they. ſrem_ to have borrowed 

Lib. ds from Philo, who ſpeaking of the Spirit imparted 

ignal-P- from Moſes to the Seventy Elders, faith this was 
223. EF. . , 

not done, 4&7" >mxyzgzm, by Abſcifion, but as 

Fire is lighted from Fire, or one Taper from ano- 

ther, without Diminution of its light, aA oe ie 

yorro av 272 ver 0 rg v. ſavers a tEa/1  puerct 

Dial. cum 1,98”. 5718y EAu&TTogv or Sugice ; OT at leaſt, from his 

_— & Maſter Ju/tin, who ſaith, that in Explicarion of 

D. this matter he uſed this Example, rather than that 

of the Light of. the Sun... 'Tis plain, That the 

| Fathers have /builc- on this. bottom , :when they 

Athenago- made uſe of the Similitude of. the Sun , and its 

ra: T+%- Beams, Secondly, The Biſhop _ have proved 


lus. Cl, 
philus. Cle- Tuſtin and . 7 « 
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men; Alex. very well by the Teſtimonies. © 
andrinus "tian that the - Ancients had; not a very. juſt Idea 
7-16 of, the; DoQrine of the. Trinity,, - when: they con: 
fius. ceived two Generations of the Word; .the- one: ab 
.eterno ; | the other - before; the Creation of *the 
World-; the one by which the Word. is only.as # 
potentia , in the Father ; the other by-which he 
15s-aQually produced by .the Will of :the Father, 

cum. voluit Deus, lays. Tatian, ,p.145. This Sy- 

ſtem was alſo followed by: Theophilus of Antioch, 

and Athenagoras.  This|.1s.but-a light, Error. in 

'tboſe Ancients.;\\.if.. we believe; Mr. 1, «who 

lays, That.this Syſtem: was never: condemned. in 

«the: Church,, tho it was never. made. or efteen- 

.ed a. neceffary. Point 'of Faith or DofQrine;\ p,*75. 

| What 


CY 
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What a-buſtle would Mr.. H// hwe kept; if the 
Biſhop had ,advanced che like. Propoſition ?, I'm 


P 


afraid a;;Judicious Reader will be tempted to.th 
when he ſees: this ſeverity of -Mr,, FJ}, to 


LY — 


the Biſhop; and his: great Indulgence: © the Ap 


cients, that he has two Weights and two, Mea-_ 
ſures. | For afterall, [the Biſhop's reaſqns to: res 
jet the Syſtem of the Ancients, are: much more 
ſolid than thoſe. by:-which. Mr; Z7/.endavours. to. 
ſoften and excuſe it... *Tis in vain for. Mr. Hi 
to aſſert that this Syſtem is not Platonical, be- 
cauſe Jaſtin had renounced Plato's Philoſophy :;..I 
can tell- him that that Syſtem is much more.con- 
form to'that; of Plato; than to Scripture; and 1in* 
fa, it was laid aſide io the Controverſy with th 
Arians, who drew/great advantages from it. Thus 
ſome other Hopetbeſes of the Ancients were rejected, 
as. that-of the Inviſibility of the Father, and the Vi- 
fibility of the; Son. of lunts kat Soi. 
Tn fine, let it be;pranted: to Mr.. Hil, that the 
Fathers of Nice have borrowed the Article,  Leght 
of Light, from-the Platoniſts Notion, and, that th 
Biſhop of -Sa/i#bary does affirm. it.;- pray, where. u 
the Crime of that? Was not the xiece i2enov bor 
rowed from the Heathens? If this Notion wh 
wo _ iry Seriry. wy OY Phi 
OPAY:; - COUId be UIEIUHLY EMP ed, to denote 
that x Divine [Efſence is. in. the Father , and 
in. the Son; as: Light is of the ſame, Nature in two 
Candles, one.of which is lighted. by the other ; 
why | ſhould not they bave made uſe of it ? This 
is T&jax's Notion, and the learned Dr, Buil be» 


- Nian, Faith; and we receive at this Day, waking 
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lieves that the Fathers of Nice have' followed 'the 
fame; p. 60. Euſcbius .Ceſarienſis drew the Scheme 
of the Nicene Creed ; and it appears by 'his Book, 
De Praparatione |Evangelice, how mach ſtreſs he 
hid upon Plaro's Authority to'eſtabliſh the Dog- 
ma of the Trinity. The Fathers of the Council 
added only to it the word «ogy, which at firſt 
ſeemed hard to Exſebins, but he admirted it after- 
wards, This word 6.ofmy had been 'diſgraced by 


the abuſe 'that Paulus Sameſathenus made 'of ir, 


having employed it to: denote that Feſus Chriſt 
was only of the ſame Nature with us: But the Fa- 
thers of Vice have uſed it to Gignify,: that he was 


"of the fame Nature with the eternal'Father. Af. 


ter this the Farhers of the Council of Chalcedon 
have made uſe of it, in the firſt Senſe, .to ex- 
preſs the Paith of the Church againſt rhe” 4po/- 
tinmrims and Eatichians,' who denied  that'-Jeſts 
Chriſt, had a Soul. No man has found fault!with 
him'for making that' uſe of theword' buf! If 
Exnſebias Caſarienſis had not been the- firſt Author 
of this Creed, Mr. H/iFs Objection would be of 
tome force. | | But as'it is certain, that-the Wireme 
Fathers have uſed ms Creed, drawn' up by Eſc. 
bius Cefarienſts, without adding any' thing elſe to 
it, bor the word Eun 3 and' the Coadeadnanion of 


' Arin#' Propolitions confirming the Conderynation 
| rare 1 beſote''by  Hexander 3" oit Is vikble 


hat they haye made 'wle of 'a Notiorr init, which 
was. received by thoſe: Fathers that were "Phato- 
miſts : Ir ſeemed 'to them conſonant! to the! Chri- 


It 


We. 


himſelf.:calls-an odd .Conceir; p04 Hh 


it -ina-commodious-Senſe ;1 ſay we take, it in a 
large Senſe z for it is. certain-that'this- Expreſſion 
Deus. de Deo, being 'as ſtritly taken” as Mr. [Hill 
uſually takes words in Difputing againſt'theBi- 
ſhop, does rather denote the 'Subſtance chan-the 
Perſonality ,- as: that of 'Lumen' de Lumine 3\ and 
when-it# pronouncing theſe: words'we'refer"them 
to the: Perſonality,” we” have more. regard” to ithe 


Senſe of the Church, than tothe natural Jmport 


and. Signification of: the Expreſſion; :for” we only 
chean-thar.ithe Jon is:derived : from: the | Father, 
whoi: communicates the! Divine: Efſence/ to; him; 
and . not . that the Efſence of 'the' Father's 'Diviniry 


- 4 


produces ſuch -another-Effence'in the Son, + + 
-. "Mr; H/1/ might very well. have: forbornhis'Cen- 
ſuring the Biſhop 'upon+this?Article'of the Creed; 
for whatever pains: he-takes/ to deliverthis 
from-this thought, that'the Fachers of the:Coun- 
cil of; Nice ' have referred the 'Expreſfion :Dews ide 
Deo, '& Lumen 'de Laumine, to'\the ſecond Genera- 
tion, yet he himſelF-furniſhes us with ſufficient 
Argument to confute him, in the paſſages which 
he- quotes in the Margin'our of T A 
lus,, Athenagoras, Juſtin "and: Tatian. For'ithe .Fa 
thers have: uſed theſs:'Expreffions:- with Terrallian 
againſt P#4xe4s, to denote: the/ſecond; but notithe 
eternal: Generation *of the Hd) Terrnlhan partie 


cularly/called:the ſecond Generation the true Na- - 


tivity of the Word. What canca Reader con- 
clude ifrom' thence, but. 'that!/'the-Notivai\Deas-ue 
Dw#,: &:Lamen dr'Lumine, inither Council of :Niee, 
relatesito this ſecond:Generavion?'/ Which Mr. Milt 


* 


affirms, 
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affirms,.. 75» that the Church never: condemned 
it : So that upon the. whole Matter,! 1; 4s yery-pa- 
tural ro believe that the Fathers of /V:ce took. theſe 
words in the fame Senſe in which . they were 
taken by the Ancients. IT ; 
Mr. Hi! may, ſee now of what: uſe, the Plato- 
nick Notions have .been eo: explain. the DoQtrine 
of 'the Trinity. The learned; confeſs that the vis, 
or the a4/@. of Plate, and his uM, Or Newwpgye 
have nothing common with the two laſt Perions 


_ of the Trinity- Fhis is not only acknowledged; 


but proved by the learned Dr. 7 exon; in the 
Book before cited. On the other hand, at's ns 
leſs certatn that. the Ancients have made uſe of 
the Platonick. Notions, upon the: x44@. and 'o)- 


tunep2S, to; Thew ' that Plato: owned the: two. laſt 
Perions 


of 'the Trinity. What follows from all 
this,” but that Mr. #4 might have ſpared his 
Cenſures. againſt: che Biſhop? And that notwith- 
ſtanding all his - endeavours, all .what he has 
_ to. juitifyithe Ancients, is ulelels and .inſign- 


4 ſhall add but one word more upon this Head ; 
«74. That it does. not becomme Mr. H;// to find 
fault with the Biſhap for having aſſerted that the 
Fathers before the 'Counctl of {V7 did conceive 
in. the Trinity a; Subordination, | importing; an 
inequality of the two laſt Perſons with the firſt ; 
He will give himfelf a very needlels trouble if he 
undertake to car them :from that. | Fhe [Biſhop 
has but too many Proofs upon' this Article: ; and 
none but thofe/who never read the Ancients, 'or 
xd then: without atteation, can diſown it. 'This 

is 


af? f P 5 
K, 4 z . oh 2 


- bs Polen) Dr. :Caboek and 
Heuitius, Origen, FA 2 9.2. By this kind. of 1n- 
judicious Accuſations Mr. Hit would -alaoft cempt 
a man 'to- draw fuch 'a- Piture of -Antiqu 4 
would” not be much -to its advantage. wig 
ſay in a; word, 'That if there have been: 

 mong the Ancients who have recommended the 
ſtudy of ir art Authors, bras of the ule: = 
# Chrifſtian' t' make of: them, to-- render the 
Potrines' of i Religion more probable to ' the 
Heathens;, there have been others who- bog al- 
moſt abſolutely - condemaed- that ſtady-, 
what impreſ 'Piaconifin had! made-inthe 

&f che Primitive Chriſtians ;1{0' that-Pope. Loom 
http in che Roman Council, - when when, he 
ranked with prohibited Books the. ;part of 
thoſe Authors who have ſpoken . crudely-upon 
rhe poine ofthe! 'Teinicy. U3IT22h- 30 63 furl; ”? 

| Mr. Fl proceedszo another Aceuason, which 
i as'i{t 'proonded: -He pretends [7 Biſhop 
has unjuſtly charged che Fathers, with ui 
« ſpecifick: Unity" of the wearer mare iy 
having- underſtood rhe word: 6 io 
2. 91. andifag. Mr Br 1 = 
the Fathers with' Trictheiſm,- which: "y way. wi 'wi 
{s*much the —_—_ _ unpute to. the'Biſhop 


that the Biſhop ſuppoſing: that- the: 
-#tributed-to rhe! Perſons: 

feretit from eachother; he's not-:ooly; 
elf into! the fame empire which 1s 
has 'iafinuated; by bis me 

's Texas in" God," 6 
URPEIE three Perſons. "El th a 
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leſs Accufation ; | for it's' tfue; that there are: but 
roo many of the Ancients who have gone upon. this 
Hypotheſis the Biſhop ſpeaks of, 1n-explaining'the 
Dogma'of'the Trinity. Mr. Hit may be jnformed 
of it by/ reading' amongſt -others Father -Peruw.: de 
S. Trinit; 1.6. c..9; The Learned Dr. Cudworth has 
faid as much'as'the Biſhop; thele are his words, 
Intell: &. Syſt. *p. 604, © However it! is| evident 
* from hence, .that : theſe! reputed . Orthodox Fa- 
<* thers, who were'not a few, were far;from think- 
« jng the' three  Hypoſtaſes of the. Trinity to have 
« the ſame fingular exiſtent Efſence; 'they ſuppoſing 
©<*em to haveno otherwiſe one and the ſame Eſſence 
*« of the* Godhead in: them, :nor ;to; be; one;God, 
'« than three ' individual. men: have ane common 
« ſpecifical Eſſence of. Manhood: in them, and are 
<6 all-'pne - Man. But as this Trinity. came after- 
« wards to be decried for [Tritheiſm ; ſo in the 

* room"thereof ſtarted: thereup: that. other. Trinit 
* of Perſons numerically the ſame, or having atl 
** one and the ſame-ſingular exiſtent Eſſence ; a Do- 
<:Etrine which ſeeemerth not to have been owned'by 
© any publick:Authoricy'in the 'Chriſtian Church, 

&« fave that' of /the:Zareran Council only,};; , 
I know there are ſome':learned;men, 'who, as 
Dr. Bu; have endeavoured to give a good Senſe 
to their Exprefſions,; and by:a long compaſs of 
Conſequerices ' reduce them: to; the, ordinary | No- 
tions: We''cannot but! commend. their. Zeal for 
Antiquity; but after all,- it were expedient that 
thoſe who have the Opinions of the Fathers but 
at the ſecond: hand, ſhould: not. be ſo: poſitive in 
juſtifying all their + Sentiments;!: Thoſe who!,are 
; troubled 
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vial: ae” thoſe C 
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/But, MEUKþ tells" &'Biſhori of: Y 
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been-. divers! [As We welt Dilieved an abfos 
hute'Subſiftence of the. Divine Efſence, beſides the 
three Subliſtences, which: make the Perſonalities, 
without arknowledging that Terres that Mr, Hill 
ſpeaks of 4, the Biſhap:,-1, am ſure , would: not 
uſe-this| Apology:;: But. I anſwer, That he offers 
a manitelt violence ito. the-- Biſhop's- words, that 
contains, nothing ., bus; what | is - agreeable , to the 
conliant. -Way of ſpeaking, which. Divines/ uſe con- 
cerfing. the. Operations appropriated to-cacti Per- 
ſon,.; without. confounding ther with the'|notio- 
nal - Expreſſions that ſerve tor; diftinguiſh: them. 
The-:Name./of - God;- ſometimes |ſignities: his E&- 
ſence, ſometimes ithe; Fleece Putfons 3:1 and fome- 
Kees I rOPORes! am -QneoPerſon- of : the Tfinity ; 
do we; therefore aackhowledge: a Quaternity?”'To | 
draw. :fuch.- conſequences! \a$\ theſe . in” order: to 
aſcribe; \Herelies, to. thee w es'uſe&:rhe 
Word 6:@QD-49: anaſnheſ \gnifcationsj:and 
ſomerimes, 10; anahet'] '5-mter. Softhiftry.. We 
fay.,) That" the Father, is Gody:tocdenote. this: Di- 
vine- Effence-: \ Wei!fay-i/| That God: has" created 
the, WanldzC.to;exprels. thet:common Work of the 
Fepaingrs We vagsThre Ged risiincarnate; to fip- 
Aify t be lanian ofithe! Hard wwich Humanity, How 
eo0ny eyed {19s RT rome to Writers , if 
GE hg ra cdehalonn No 

—_ _— &; bn ether-fo- - 

Ep #mhanddBucr God bectunktd, 
pi al chaſe who write, avcinotof MrcHilEs remper. 

iMr. Ht: — by jeckntingah he" has! re- 
proached aha xe :the-Ancienrs 
45: Tricity rt —_ kia: af anaimididing: #5 
thoſe 


Mer. Hill Book. 5 
thoſe: who! ſhomeded ne- 4 07 have: oſed Nations : 


that. were lit they \aade; uſe of 
that ler Fey Sun, wr TE its Light and Hoe 
and of that of the Sou whence flows: ehe 
DEICNS Be __ _— 10: ahem che-Pro- 
ons; of .the;'T rin y, $ to hum, 
that thoſe. w poop AL. : te beds hm, 


in the Two ane wogrensr— ne 
as much Tritheiſts 25 the firſt. Mr; Al affirms 
on the tees} | That thefe. Notions ofthe + Tas 


= 


the Proceſſion of the-Pedkons) 
of Faith, namely ,.: Act the: Son pendbiiet 
Linderſtandiog ,. ant; the Holy: Gbotb - 
tho.very E D have: 

figitions , -as Ratcbine. hib.g\'C. women) and le 
dus refutes pr rae M1 Is Dion. «Y- 

Fl fancies, that the Bi 

becauſe he afcribes different ( x 


36 


| Anithadverfrons. on 


Tritheiſmt Or was $t7 Paw infe@ted with Hereſy, 
when heſaid ,” There%are divierſities of gifts, but the 
Same ſpirit ; there are differences' of 'adminiſtr «- 
tions, but the ſame" Lord i there are diverſities of 
optrations.,-but.-it \is the ſamie God, mho worketh all 
au all 1x:CoTr.1% 455, 6. I: {ee'what led' Mr. HH 
into this Error.'+ He did-imagine'that, beeavule it is 
a Maxim'in Divinity, thati:the&ACtions of the Tfi- 
nity ad extra, are common! to the Three Perſons, 
there areino'Aftions- particularly belonging to One 
Perſon,according torhe;Qeconomy:-of hb Three Per- 
ſons: '_ | Butrdoubrleſs het makes 4i'very ill -ufe of this 
Maxim, which may hold. wich relation to the aQs 
that. conſtitute: che Three Perſons, and are proper 
to'every-one ; for inftance, the AR of 'Generation, 
which-is proper toithe Pather'txclafively' of the'Son 
and Holy: Ghoſt; bur:this maxim does not hinder 
us from being {firmly perſuaded, *that it was the Son 
only. who. took upon him the form-of a Servant in 
the (ingulariry of his Perſon} and' not inthe Unity 
of the DivineNature;inwhat was proper to the Son; 
and .not in that! which' wasicommon'to the "whole 
Trinity, :. This/is diſtinaly expreſſed 'by the forged 
Dyonifius de div. Nom: c;2. &c. 'and approved in the 
fixth/General Council, A&8.:where his Authority is 
made uſe ofp/and iti alſoacknowledged by Damaſc. 
lib.:3: ae fide £. 3.\' by. Elias Cretenſis upon the fifth 
Oration of St. Gregory, and by Nicetas de fd. Orthod. 
£.-34-\M- Hill ſhould have:knoww beſides, that- in 
the miſſion of (the: Perlons'24 exvra, ithe ation by 
which they -a& upon a particalariSubjet is proper 
.to them, and is common'ts'thethree Perſons! only 
mreſpet'to the Will ;-the ats of which are com- 
mon to.the three Perſons. 'You 
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| You ſee, Sir, how the Biſhop has fallen' into 
the: hands of a Man,: who underſtands things” 
only by halves. Mr. Hill is not pleaſed with t 
Biſhop's way. of treating the Fathers, but he is | | B: 
yet more 0 at the Explication and Notion 1 
which the Biſhop advances of the Doftrine/of the 7 


* All our Cogitations nnd Realhonngt are a fort 
«of Ads, in which we can refle& on: the wa 
< how we operate :. We perceive that we at 
þ <« freely.in them, and'that we turn, our Minds to 

<« ſuch ObjeQs'and S___ as we pleaſe. » But 
« by another Principle, of which we perceive no- | 
*thing, -and can refleft upon uo pare of Se 
« live 1n our bodies, we animateand aQtuate them, 
« -we receive ſenſations from -them, and-give mo- = 
< tions to them,' we live and dye, -and do' not 
« know how all chis.is done. It ſeems to be from 
« ſome :emanation from our'Souls, in which we do 
« noe feel that we thave any liberty, and'{o we | og 
< muſt conclude, that 'this Principle .in' us is Na- CE 
«<turaland\Necefſary; Inafts-of Memory, Ima- : . 1 
« gination, and  Ditcourk, ' there ſeems to.'/be a EG | 
«< mixture-of : both Principles, or-a third that re- 
< ſults-out of them. For-we. feel a freedom in one 
< reſpect, -but as for thoſe. marks that are in'our . - 
«Brain, that ſet-things in our Memory, or furniſh 
«us with words, we-are - a Ageats; - they 

| come 
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« come in our way, but we do not know how : 
« We cannot call up a:-figure of things or words: 
« at pleaſure ; ſome diſorder. in' our Mechaniſm 


« hides or flattens them, 'which when. it goes off, 


« they ſtart up and ſerve us, but not by any att 
&« of our Underſtanding and Will. ./ Thus we ſee, 
« that in this ſingle undivided Eſſence of ours, there 
« are different Principles of Operation, ſo different 
« as Liberty and Neceflity are from one another. 
«TI am far from thinking that this is a proper Ex- 
&« planation or Reſemblance of this Myftery, yet it 
* may be called, in ſome ſort, an Illuſtration of it ; 
« ſince it ſhews us from our own Compoſition, 
&« that in one Eſſence there may. be ſuch different 
© Principles, which in- their proper CharaQter 
&« may be brought to: the terms of a contradiQion, 
« of being free and not free.. .So in the Divine 
« Eſſence, which is the ſimpleſt and perfeQeft 
« Unity, there may be-three that may have a di- 
* verſity of Operations, &c. 

Mr, Hil! thinks that this Notion is not: leſs im- 
pertinent to.explain the Trinity, than that of the 
Fathers; Thus he ſpeaks, Fs 106. © This-is a 
& worthy Simile indeed (to fupplant that -ſcouted 
« one of the Ancients)in which is no repreſentation 
« of the Logos, and its Parent Principle, -nor of the 
« Spirit of Holineſs that:is in the Father and the 
« Son, nor one of their Co-efſentiality, Co-eter- 
«ternity or Order, all which are reſembled in 
« that Simile which this undermines. Then he 
Examins it particularly, and endeavours to ſhew 
many abſurdities in ut, One may eaſily judge, 

E 


Similies 


Seiceglren of: is/Telhjy gaſhecs mt: 
char we conceive of it, what Simile. can we -uſe 
At this rate, how can we S greagopoagps« 16 


Vapour. 
unfair a Critick,- is, i he does not —_—_—_ | 
that Similies-are uſed generally for one particular 
deſign... When a/Divine would expreſs the Con- 
yur _ antialiry, he brings Reſemblances that ſerve 
for his - purpoſe, and he does not matter 
a they explain the .whole Dogma of -the 
Triniey ty, w_ not. 4 a= | wk. tres level 0: inthe 
to uſe a Si w to -prove 
OW deſigned to-- eſtabliſh, namely, that 1 
—_— ſimple {ni there \may' be var 
Principles of Operations. A Man muſt ve but 
little judgment, to think that he was 
| for ſome of another, nature... It's, very obſery 
that St. Auguſtine, who has advanced. more; 
milies than any! of the Ancients, as you 'may-ſee 
in his Books of the.Trini 6 rien ſixth to the 
bone which !is-the laſt, - declares himſelf in 
th Book;, Chap.-7.: that they are very. im-. 
Inonngs «nd that. if ain hr wie ſank 
RE ant 


| ene Myſey, 1 
of that —_— 


ebb oy Jace ne Per 
becauſe he is the = 


4.0 


_ to bear the todionſheſs of ito} --- 


Ankmaduerfious\ on 
(according-to thoſe Divines who: have more' accu- 
rately Examin'd the Stile of Scripture.) St, Fob: 
has reſpe& in that word to the deſcription ot the 
Creation, and to the Miniſtery of the Mefſias, by 
which God did always expreſs. himſelf, according 
to: the Hypotheſis of the Ancients. But ' whar 
would Mr. Hill fay, if by ill luck ic appeared, 
that what the Biſhop has alledged to illuſtrate the 


Trinity, were the Notion of St. Auguſtine himſelf 


in his Books of the Trinity ? And yet this might 
be eaſily proved, if it were worth' our while. I 
confeſs Mr. Hill will find /in.the Naath Book, thar 
there, for a reſemblance. of the Trinity, he gives 


- us Man Created afrer God's Image, in whom he 


finds a fort of Trinity, namely, a Mind, & Know- 
ledge of himſelf, and a Loveby which Man coves 
himſelf, But tho? this be Mr. FHibPs favourite 
Notion, and that of many Schoolmen, - yet St. Awu- 
zuftine mn his Tenth Book prefers another before 
it, which ſems- clearer: ro hum, and more proper 
to' explain the Idea's of the Trinity,” that 1s Me- 
m_— Underſtanding; and WL” | In: fine, as if 
theſe Notions could not fatisfie him, he-borrows 
Similies from Brutes,. Plants and Trees, from-the 
:nward Senſes, from -Leatning and Wiklom, &6. 
nd after all, -he- is forced to-confels; —_— 
Repreſentations cannot give-us:aperfett Kew of 
the Trinity.  1f we had fone oftion of Mr. Hits 
Criticiſing Spirit, here werea! rhrm—_ thew - 
many difhimulitudes: in' thoſe Sitailies, 'buy he who 
can give himſelf that trouble, maſt have' little to 
do, andhad need to have a” very [patient Reader 


» 


We 


he oppales and 
_ nothing in- it; Bite pages i Phong 

pture and-Antiquity. And firly, I muſt 
he hier Tie die "and acknowledge that 'he' ſays 
many good and C upon thivennives. 
T agree with him, ” when he tells us, thar'he' can- 
not conceive three Minds i in-God, withour-efta- 


bliſhing Freitheiln, - #2 Dur 
mniaeen: hecho ies mars 19pr 
Anolents have ackho d thiee Minds in'God. _ 


Mr.” Hill may 'eafily be: convinced 'of® this ;- he 


owns, Pf. 3 Here to acknowledge three: [Minds 
Subſtane | Inf aorn anth: 


Sabſiees.” This would be ſoon demonſtrated; 
if I would inſiſt | upon! the- of 
+ 9: who havefollowed: ti "3% 
ie Farher- wwhidy the Plaorifer tall; * 
pe FLiPQoes,” bur 'it's1eHe'd ayer aetiich \ 
call: #005.) Dr. Curdworth, - A59t. of his o 
has iven'as the reaſon” "the , h 
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did, like Origen, follow the Notions of Plato, to 
explain'the DoQtrine of the Trinity. 144 47 

But we have yet more evident proofs of this 
truth, 1. It is certain that: the/Greeks, before-the 
Council of Ne, have'-conſtantly ſuppoſed that 
there were three Hypoſtaſes- in. the 7 rity ; and 
it's no'leſs certain, ay that by three Hypoltaſes 
the Greeks underſtood three Subſtances. The thing 
is ſo unqueſtionable, that the Council of Vice uſes 
the words 12ro5mors 8& vaiz,. for one and the ſame 
_ thing. Þ-know that St. Baf-in his 78 Epiſtle, en- 
deavours togive another ſenſe totheſe words of the 
Council, but we may juſtly oppoſe to hum Athaya- 
fins, who had-been at the Councilof Nice : For he 
expreſly: affirfns - in_ his fifth Oration againſt the 
Arians; thatithe Father and the Son! have butone 
Nature and-Hypoſtaſis; he fays the ſame in his' E- 
piſtle to Libereas, and- in that to the Biſhops of 
Africk, where he: poſitively aflerts that-the Hypc- 
ſtaſis is the Nature. Wemay further-oppole to. St. 
Baſil, | Alexander, Biſhop of Alexanaria,nwho had 
been as it were the ſoul of the Council of Nice ; | for 
in his Letters, the one mentioned by Theogoret, and 
the other by Socrates, he takes conſtantly -Hypoſtaſis 
for Eſſence, This we! ſee: likewile inthe; addition 
to-the Synodical Epiſtle of- the Fathers of Sardice 
in Theogdoret, Lib. 2. GC. 6. where: they charge the 
Arians. with' believing three :Hypoſtaſis,, becauſe 
they believed three different:$Subſtances,that of the 
Father,+-that: of the Son,,-:and that: of the Holy 
Ghoſt... /The'ſame may alſo be-obſerved in. the 57. 
Epiſtle of St.:Ferome, ,which he writes to Pope Da- 
maſus, where he maintains, that to ſay- three +4 
62 | poltales, 


potaaiathe ſan mb 6 three Subſtances 
A —_ poorples when ey will Weak 
y.of theiGrai Fathers, who have: 
diſputed. again inſt? the Sabelians, have; taken theſe h 
words int PII AWE Io gn 1.the in-... 
ſtance of Dionyfiun of Alexandria,” he - 
Great. This great; Man : -vindimred” by Atha-: 
nafins,as having never entertainedany.i impious opi- 
nion about the Trinity. 'But:St.: BaſilrejeRts hit 
on many. Articles;; chiefly; where he co 
40 wreck _—_ nts him Omewher here, it's 
only with-t , tliat-while: 100/cager| 
kde to pn BY of the Sabeliiens;. he falls-into <A 
kat opinion,; and beſides, : he acruſes-him 


Pk: Cod, mpeg 
Holy? Ghoſt, i Pega 


COEINR 
aris, 1. yoo the, - Arvans:' 'that/ he- 
wy of. tothe ſide. 2. Becauſe Alxontr of + Alex 


anirix' follows ſome of (his Expreſſions, urge of 
nodical Epiſtte to all:the eo ne when tainc 

Arias of not believing the'Son to be like the Father- 

in reſpec of his Nature, and calls the Father and- 


thei Spn do: one tres juſt as 7 
Becauſe Mitt 


3- bas ſuffered himſs] woterim:. 
paſed*upon-by hk ar rg hs cn char | 
under the name of ; astruly- 
his, br is vi ly horn 
tains 15 altoget contrary: to w -we'know to: 
have been the. DoQtrine:of 'that Ancieht Author.” 
ſs It's certainthat moſt of the Ancient Fathers; 
before tha Connell 0E:Nicylhave Bid a, Generation 


” + Ar v4 
> HAS; 


© Animiiluptifions\on 
of the Word in tempare,: before the'Creation-of the 
i, World S, The:Lipamed Dr. Bult 


+ Fuſtin, M, 4þ.2. p. 66. E." hag given us a long Liſt of them, 


| Tryph. p.285. D.358. ; oe FnfSs pag race 2" 
FC. 359. b. ben. is, and Mr. Hi/'owns' t, "calling this a 


py EE 640..De) 2hows ſingularly '0ad netion. Tt: was the 

U, di Ht0!. Þ. . * Del . : . * We * a4 

Taien P:145« ip. low. Mex, Breat A R ent of the Arians,who 

Strom.$. $:533%B1591.8: Strom. COncl from thenee-thatthe Fa- 

5. p.644. 4. 5rrons. 7- 2-700:(- 1 rhers hadafferted: that Jeſus Chriſt 
ertull, Apol. C2. f.19e coma 76 : 

Herm, c. 3. 6:18: 26. 45; 4dv, 'Was'of another Subſtance with the 

Prax. c.5. 7. 12, La. 4. 2.6. 8. Father, as'being made- and created, 


AL or nA 3% wwhich they: proved:by thoſe paſſa- 


F 


| - 1271. ges1:6f+i the Farhers;, *where they 
uſe the words made 'and created, © Now its certaiti, 

that Alexander of Alexandria does not ferve himſelf 
of che. Notion of this Generation: zemport before 
the: Creation, to oppoſe che Ardans;buturges on- 

ly-the Generatiomet the Son-by the Father ab 4rer- 

20,-40 prove that Jeſiis Chriftxvas2nct made before! 
the World, and that he was Creator. and not-'# 
Creature, - In this ſenſe we. ought :to -take' the 
words of 'the:Vicene Creed; which may yuitly be: 
looked upon as the confinntiation! of Alexunuderts'Sy-: 
nodical Letter to:all the Bifhops, \This -Remark is 
the more neceſſary, becauſe, moſt of thoſewho ſhave 
diſputed; againſt the Arionsafor=phe Council of 
Nice, have abandonedthe SyſRtem\of the Ancients; 
concerning #Hhe/two:Produdtions of the 'A55/&-;" as 
Alexander hed abandon'd it; This great man being 
it ſeems more uſed/to this Controverhie, had found 
that this ſecond-produttion: gave mighty advatitt- 
ges t0'the. dr1075. Tf thiReader have i mind/to 
know whatthoſe advantapes wwetcjiwenny! eafily 
ſatishe huts 3. The Fathers.fotlowingTdme Texts 
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of Scripture, - granted: that the ſecond: Nativity of 
the Son, would make him to, be. look'd. upon. as 
Created; 4t-was -in oppoſition to. this. that the 
Council defined, geritum; & non fabtuam, ; 
-. 2. It: gave occafion to believe that the Son, was 
not eternal, and that the Father had not been Fa- 
ther 4b  etern7,  whicli did abſolutely deſtroy the 
Divinity. of the Son... ... - © po” TT 

'3. It is-to be obſerved, that Origen as well as Dzo- 
nyſcus of Alexandria, having'been cited by the 4ri- 
ans as \their great Author, to prove that.rthe Son 
was begotten and made 9wmrO- & gimmr@, it was 
afterward defined, that the'Son was ywwritQ- aus 


$ <gw17O, wwnnr@- in reſpet. of the Eſſence, . 


«24m17@-,.. becauſe he was not made; this.is Epipha- 
zins's Obſervation againſt the Origenifts, Parag. $. 
where he accuſes Or/ges to have called the: Son of 
God, yirnTw; Soy, Den fattum. See Vale). ad Theo- 
doret, Lib. 2; c. 6. | 


4. It:is evident, that tho ſome believe that" the 


word'6pg#0ios, which was uſed in the Council of 
Nie, denotes the Numerical Unity of the Divine 
Eſſence: + Yet many- of the. Fathers have uſed is - 


only to expreſs the ſame Specifical Biſence.... Dr. . 


Cadmorth has very well obſeryed it; Pag. 611.1 
a paſſage of Epiphaniws, and another of Athanaſins. 
Athanaſius ſpeaks thus, ov yap, mimes. peproujuer ws 
Sabi pgrovmer *} 5x opgemcr.: Expoſit. fd. Þ. 241. 
Epiphanicss makes the {arae\ remark,s; * Azyoper,rav- 
mo#g20v ia ph 7 Mes, mages Tive Aigppern Eaſe 
ammo, mwroy St Niyopern Se0THTL Yn vgs, 
\.Surdue, H.76. n.17. from whence Dr. Cudworth 

draws'this Concluſion: : Ea plain, that the Anci- 
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Animadoerſims tn 
© cient Ofthod6s Fathets' aſſerted no ſich thing 
* as one and the fame ſingular or numerical E 
* ſence; of the ſeveral Perſoiis af the Trinity, 
« this accordih# th theift belt abt a-teal Trinity, 
< bur-a- Trinity of riicer Natnes; Notions, 46d in- 
* Ronny Conceptions only. | 

5. You bught to know, that the: Fathers for 
the moſt part, have a Notiofi very frequeiit ki 
_ their Writings, Hill St: Algwfiw's Tithe; who did 
| confure it, and obliged thoſe by wlioii it was res 
ceived; to rejeFt it { which is, that the Father 
alone being of. His &wn Nature inviſible; the Ap- 


_ Add Theo- Parittofis' of GbA mmeritiened in the -Old Teſta- 
philus 1.2. ment could 'not be aſcribed rs himy- but thet they 


muſt be referred ofily to the Adgos, as to hir'whomn 


Teriaedv. the Father Jas not only erfiployed as a Miniſter ia 


Amtiochena —_ 


clef. 4 Is 


the Creation, biit by whoth alſo he always Re- 
' vealed himfelf under the OM Teftarmn. © This 


Tophp 
ow this Not 


of all choſe Bi- 
then 

| ou ihe i= on 

by Vir. HAI oe 


ard Dio pO 
- who is eſpecially fanioils for fving Ju _ 
elltani(m, 


wa Ale xanarinas reported Photia 
Cod. 106. and out of ' Theognoftas' of , 4 


mavcioncd by Photte, Col. 106.1 Bui ir me” 


notice .of thoſe which relate to the Holy Ghoſt, 
of whom ſpeak meaner yet 'than of 0 
Adgs. Mr. Fil may read what Theognofims ſays 
of him in Shocks, Cod; 106. and Frm in his 


Inſtitutions, . and Eu/ebius againit Marcella of 


Anijra; after this, let him 1ay, if he dare, thatthe 

Fathers have conſtant! Aer nowledged' but one 
\Subſtance of che'three Perſons ; and if they have 
not acknowledged this, with what Confidence did 
he impute to them an Opigion, which how'true 
ſoever, is yet quite contrary to their 


The ſecond thing which may be Cenſured' ir in .. 
Mr. H/Ps Hypotheſis concerning the the Sole Is, . 


that-it accommodates the rs tothe 

of Thomas Aquinas. 1 have obſerved: before, -that 

the Scripture ſpeaks of the 20995, OS 
Notion, than that of Reajop, awhich contains and 
\ jus of rhe Tdea's'that arc in the mind. 'Theo- 


is aware of this, upon the 1/t of St." Jobs, | 


60 us he rejedts that famous diviſion of he pt. 
into-TrpopopneOr and evi a-diſpu | 
Porphury ; and-all the more-Learr s 
INE NET fp 


ve Reaſon why chere are burthree| = 

r upon the two Faculties, 

i the Trikey, and Will,, which-we conceive -in 

the Humane Soul.” 1 confeſs, that St... Avguſtine 

AY iven ſome occaſion-to the Schools 
fun cu Cone: _ 0 apply « co the 
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. Animadver ſions. 08 
Words of Scripture,which ſpeak of the Trinity. But 
upon this, I have three thirigs-to obſerve. againſt 
Mr., Hill. 1.'That tho? the Doctrine bf: the Trinity 
is clearly explained in Scripture, as to tlie om; yet 
there are ſuch difficulties!'about the fem, that it 

were by nauch the-wiſeſt thing to ſpeak of 'it only 
in Scripture words. 'T his was the Maxim. of Alex. 
ander Biſhop of Alexandria,in' his Letter to Alexander 
of Byzantium ; where he ſays, that Sr.John has con: 
cealed the generation of the Aoggs, becauſe it is 
incomprehenſible to Men. and Angels, and-that 
one cannot without Impiety-dive into this Myſtery. 
Trenens hath a whole Chapter to prove Generatio- 
nem ejus inenarrabilemeſſe, in which he ſpeaks to the 
Hereticks in words as put againſt the: Schoolmen, 
w05 autems Generationem ejus ex Patre divinantes, ” & 
verbi hominum per linguam fattam protationem transfe. 
rentes in verbumDet juſte delegimini a nobis. Ev addimas 
ſp quis itaque nobis aixerit, quomodo ergo filias prolatus- 
a Patre ft, dicimus 6 quia prolationem iſtam ſive Ge- 
aerationem, ſive nuncupationem, | ſrve; adapertionem, 
aut quomodelibet, quis nomine VoeaveritGenerationem 
&jus inenarrabilem exiftentem, nemo novit niſi ſolus qui 
generavit, Pater, & qui natus eft Filins, &Cc. ; This 
was alſo the. Maxim: of '-St.” Baſi,c1n..bis ſecond 
Book againſt Ewnomirs, p.:44. Where: he affirms, 
that we ought not to aſcribe any. thing;to-the Son, 
but what. is expreſly.attributed to him 4n'Scripture ; 
and that we ought not toſpeak of God,:but ini Scrip- 
ture Terms, this is repeated” in-his.Book de- vers 
fide, p.:250. It:was allo'the. Notion. of, Gregory : of 
Nazianze, Orat. 12, p: 204 \Where'hie ſays, | that 
the Trinity alone comprehends, quo ordrne erga ſe fie; 

"Ea his. thirteenth Oration,-p. 211. and in 23. he 
: declares 
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declares thic i he were who the Miles of the, 
Eternal Generation and Proceſſion, - he would leave. 
it to them:;who-alone;know thentlelyes, 


ro the Teſtimony of Scripture.i-Jn 4ivin fone 


ſue ignorantia maxima-ſejentis. 1, nn os: 
./The.ſecond: thing is, thar ſince, the: Fathers:ac: 
kn wledge;/ i at. the. Myſtery of. the ;Prinity- is 
unknown, t0:us;- and-even tot apgyieal Bangs 
'it, were, very pradently done, ' never £91 
our {elves.into.thoſe; Explanations, much; 


deliver-them [with an- Authority!: nlenh equal-ro 


that of Feripae 'This is the{Juc 
gory, Sernamed the Divine, in 


after all, to oboe. purpoſe. ars; all Il thoſe Smilies 


uſed in. this caſe;? Since the ſame Gregory0wns, 
that after having ſearched —_— for ſome:-ve; 
ſembla ace-piizhe 'Lrinity,, 561 could jnever-mart 
with;any, that wasable tg fatisfic him;,f0 


frankly declares, that that of rhe Eye that" of a 


Fountain, andia River, that of the, Sun,.the;Beams 
and the Light,-or ay 0 whatſoever, were not 
proper mages" of + My pee + -the I 


we A Eve's thidg hier Mo be: blamed in-Ms. 
Hwls, Hypotheſis; Gt nth, has: blended the 
Noting bo liked cs Ng __ we 
1 ; 1s Parr 
-of the Chutch-0/ 3 ot For this Swr/ts1 


= Againlt. ity = the difficulties. art | 


y.urgeagainſt ; the oy ſerve mamas 
der-$h1s, matter more obſcureend:inerieates All 
ir working 0 prove thagzthene: 
Fer three Perſons in the Divine 
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as as ſolid, as what Ireneus lays, that there __ f 
-- Not - 


RN 


$© 


 . . Amtmadntrfions on 

not have been more' than four Goſpels, - Lb. g. 
Cap. 1 1. Grotias does\forive-where very much com- 
mend” the way of!the Patriarch Gemadius, in ex- 
plaining the DoQrine'"of the Tronity in his Confeſ- 
ſion of Faith, which'he'preſented to the "Bmpetor 
Mahomet TI.- And indeed it 1s very commenda- 
ble ; and it were'to be wiſhed that thoſe many Di- 
vines who'aye'{d poſitive, would imitate the mo- 
defty of it, in explaining thoſe great Truths which 
the Scripture propoſes to us, that' we may veceive 
them'with ſubmuſhon of 'Faith}'and inet pry 'into 
them, *and- give:Sy(tems of "em, - in which - 
examination it appears, that' Humane Reaſon has a 
greater ſhare than Divine Revelation. - 
tr is not my defiga at preſent to examine-more 
particularly Mr. H#/s Hypotheſis concerning the 
Trizity: 'A Learned Reader can eafily lee-that he 
has compiled Dr. Ball. But it were to be wiſhed, 

r, That he had quoted the Fathers with-a lit- 


_ tle more judgment, andc<cited only thoſe that made 


for him ; for that way of quoting-Authors in a 
lump, is ealie enough, and may impoſe upon thoſe | 


who never converſed with Antiquity; but'it does 


very little honour to'a Writer among thoſe who 
are true Judges: Iam fure,that if a man who is 
not a Scholar, would compare'Mr. 5/5 Citations, 
with what he-reads in Exehb of the Dofrine of 
thoſe Fathers, in the Ecclefiaftical Bibliotheque of 
Mr. Dapin, a Door of Sorbonne, he would be 


frangely ſurprized'to Tee that Mr. #1 cites for 


his Opinion 'a great numberof Authors who-are 
Diametrically oppoſite to him. But'if Mr, F411 
was to undergo 'the Cenſure of the Learned, rn 


 Mr\Hill's' Book. 


liavs fudied rheſe- matters 1 inch > 


Veneration for Anti ity: 
ordinary fate of who' 
heat; OG Biſhop rejected Antiquity 
with too grea wrnge he ſeems on-the con- 
trary arenas Authority of the Anci- 
eny as a Tradition On noſe infallible? Tf he'ls reac 
in Anti , as he would fait us he is, 
then he muſt be given over as #- min 

ſince his own ex? aw could not / H | 19 have 
true and right" notions'cdace the” Authority 
of the Ancients; but if db everrR | the Fathers; 
but relies-upon the, ExtraQts of others, 1 defite 
him to be-u lictle/betrer'a not piernus Fare 


of Toy this would nor 
me. dowbt.of 'the revealed Hooray noone tmore 
chag' that, T fy that 'vho-che' Os Council -of 
Nice had followed the opinion'bf: rhoſ&Barhers, t 
wodld no 'tmygch 'moyvermse ; they were men; and 
linble:to'bv+niſtaleon, anſehen den tha 


_—_ 


 Animazoptfions. on 
truth had as good-renounce' their Reformation all 
- Once, _— mult aero _ pri 
- faith upon;this very. Queſtion.,, 1n. his' Apolog 
array 4 :'-Et-quomoas,' (4:Rufine): SD ph 
libris' eccleſiaſtitorur ſcriptoram;\:witia nounulla ſunt ? 
S; Canſas witiorum: neſcire;reſpondero, non fiatim illos 
 hereticos indicabo-;- fieri;'enim\poteſt' ut (wel ſimpliciter 
erraverint, 4 el alio fenſa ſcripſerint, vel a librariis ine- 
peritts eorum pantatim.; ſcripta corruptaſint, wel certt, 
_ antequam in Alexandria quaſi Demonium Meridianum 
Arins naſceretur, innocentes' quedam. & minus caute 
 locati ſint, & que non pefſint perverſorum hominum ca- 
lumnutam declinare:. O2-BOSDEGTSETO 0114. 

/- This: is what-I,.had to-ſay: upon+the: Vindica- 
tion{of 'the. Fathers undertaken by Mr. Hi, and 
upon the Syſtem which he oppoſes to the falſe No- 
tions he aſcribes.,t9;.the Biſhop iof Salbary. -; You 
(ce, that.,the; Fathers, had :need-, of ;another Apolo- 
/ gilt, eſpecially, fince-by:the way! be! was. pleaſed; 
. x. To give-' wipe to Tertwllien, the firſt in his - 
opinion - who defended the DoQtrine of the Trinit 
againſt Praxeas;he ſays. that.hiswords and his ſenſe 
are ſometimes very :{ingularly.odd.concerning the 
>Produttion of the:Seqond Perſon's Arid yet-it's very 
obſeryable, that Tertw//ian lays nothing, * but what 
has been. advanced by many other Eccleſiaſtical 
Writers before;the Council of /Vice:; {o that, .not+ 
withſtanding;all Dr. Bul”sEndeavours-to; reduce 
what theſe; Fathersay to.an Orthodox ſenſe, 14. 
Hill muſt of-neceflity, : involve them in the- ſame 
cenſure-with Tertuban;:.. 1 oo bon is 


i - 21, Mrs: Hi afficms- concerning 'the Fathers, 
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1 preg ory te poor | I 
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Antmadoerſions 'on 
evident in Revelation, -' but as/it 15, acknow-: 
ledged by ' all the Churches nor led-by caſual 

a——, but by a Primitive, perperual, 
Sheds and unanimous Conviction. and: 
Tradition. 


Indeed, Sir, if what Mr. #4 _ dinwar 
be true, -it's hard to tell who has Faith now ? 
I defixce Mr, Hl to-refle& upon; that- Article 
of the Creed, - which eſtabliſhes :the Proceſſi- 
on, ab utroque, and to tell me whether! he 
does not think himſelf bound to. believe it, 
till he has examined whether this is acknow- _ 
"ledged by all - the Churches pot -led-- dp 

ual perſwaſions, bur by-a Prunitive;: 
tual, univerſal; and unanimous  Conviftion 
and Tradition? It is ſomewhat. ſtrange, - to 
ſee a Proteſtant uſe that as a anon 
—_ to eſtabliſh Faith, which the piſts 
oy to deſtroy, it ? The Papiſt thinks 

_— driven the Proteſtant to; the imp 
bility of ſhewing how ' Faith is produced 
man who reads the Scripture, - | 
2 man-can't be ſure whether -his-being -per- 
ſuaded by Sewage of - ſome Fundamental 
Truth, is a ground he may fafely rely upon, 
before he : — - whether - all the 
Churches agree non that point, that ſeems 
to be;Revealed, not. And Mr. Eb, it 
ſeems, being not farisfied with what 'we an- 
twer to. this ObjeQtion;/: thinks fit to = 
| wi 


- 


Pray, Sir, tell me what you "think '& this, 
when you hear it ſaid; that. Faith has been 


| in ;to... the, 6, thr ofthe aviaate 
MM. s ch by. "the —__ | . 
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& whole. Church by the > 
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can't be Saved partner ' ef 


- Qcineit: {elf makes it/{b, : A Diving 11 


ſtrous Dottrine, Ts 4 : 
E know. $t. Avgaftine'h his fil, mou | "bt 
nem /Eunngelio #jfi- me-moveret”"Ectiefie  Autht- 


rites; owns Net ' Hbtl 'was det mf by this 
Maxim, which the-Papifts have-adopted after 
they - had GO > For St, [es ras 
ſpeaks only: of the Miniſtery of the 

in propoſing the' Goſp61s * -wiitten*'by phy 
thors: ——_ Tofpited, lis was well" ob- 
ſerved. by Melchior Carus,i 'Bb; '2; 6. 8. The: 
ſame. Maniftry may! he attributed” = the 
Church; with relation- ro: the Creeds* thit hat 
propoſes to- us, as - # faithife Abrii - -A.. 
the Apoſtles' OP; /but bo Berry, fo 
to. imagine, that-we-cannot. ce an 

of Chraſtian Faith, without knoy 
neralconſent' of all he « So 
Gng; the fame' Truths:0 TE n6e"the* conſent 
of::the Chureh, 'that? wakes 4 D6Qrine. cither 
true or. fundamental, the Nature ho e'Db> 


redilong/ Anritqui | 
feathe- in diced 470" Tofo ifres 
ſzl5 i thas confent-j' but 'this ſets more for 
bis particular . TaſtruQtion, 'and! for-the "cons 
—_ of his own- TheolbpicaF 
the” diſtin on '6of Points fimd: 
i 'that are£ ale Falit 
mental, 


at 


Mr. Hill's Book. 
mental,” than to confirm his. Faich 2s he isa. 
Chriſtian. JIE £46 io 1353 Sorts © © 49; ( ls 14H 
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Mr. Hill makes a firange uſe of the, Maxim 
of  Fincentias | Lyrinenſis, . - - whigue; quod 
ſemper, quod ab omnibus, 8; That Prigft, was 
a: Seinipelagian, that is, he thought: that a P; 
Mag could believe by his own' frength, and 


that afterward God. gave.him; Grace; to Exe- 


cute his Good and -Pious Reſolutions, He | 
introduced this. Maxim merely in. oppoſiti- 
on {to- St. Auguſtine, who pretended t0 have 
found his./; Do&trine,; concerning / Grace; in. | 
St. Pauls: Epiſtles ;.;{; that this fg 
obliged, | cither-/ to,.coofute the pts or 
to; abandon . his- DoQtrine, which, he 
cauſed 2 to: be Authoriſed by, the þ 
of dftice. | Aﬀter-all;t he. confelles 36 
that his Method:could oply- be of. u 
*new-borm:-Hereſies, ſuch as he . 
St,( Auguſtine's. Doftrine. .,to , be; 
nothing. mQgre £eaſie, Jays Mr. IG! 
us. to, he informed of :the. MT 
quity. I confels,. we wBi Rh 
and Summaries of Faith, &Þ2 


Anim M308. 
6 Attthotity; butas they: re vxcrated ifrom 
Scripture ; this our Articles expreſly-:ite{l us} 
And the Apoſtles. Creed, as. we call it, 
was never” known" it the: Eft, tall within 
theſe Kw Cerfwvics. | Whar \ I .have-- bafore 
mentioned ' upbn . the Article: of: the: Prove. 
fion, ab wiroque, ſhews- "that Mr.: 3. has 
confounded what belongs-to a ON with 
what belongs or d to Divinss. '; 


However, Mr.. Z5 rhe , char Faih 
cannot. be produced in" a Man's Heart, -but 
- bs far us/ he himRelf- is perſuaded. of..che | 
Truth of what H6- believes : - But: what te 
adds is extreath . raſh, 'when he: aſſures us; 
that. he, who cantiot be perſuaded to re- 
ceiye the. common: ad eſtabliſhed ' Syſterns 
vf the Faith 'of the” Univerſal. Church, \'upon 
the Authority. of: ' which, it: always Rood 
and ftands -to this. day, -or- frames funda.” 
mental Principtes' upon his :6wn.private'\Opi-. 
nion, Qves' tidt 'belong tothe * "Communion: 
of Chrift's 'Charch, tho? he fancies his Noti- 


ons to be Revealell in Scripture. 


” 
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Mr. Bilfh:Bak. 

'T grant "what Mer." Hil lays down, a5: 99, | 

"thoſs-- who advance” fundameatal; 'Atticles' 

upon-- their private! Opinion 3/ he: ſeems;theres: 

by' to 15j6&'-the Articles »which: the Papilts 

have introduced into the Greed; famed by 

Pius the fourth; but he can aſcribe 'no 

other: "Authotity'to ' Confeffions"'of: Faith ' or 

Symbels; but” - thar/- which »'rhey> borrow 

from 'their Conformity © with” Revelation 

the fimm of © whichthey contain, © What : 
he afficens; "that the Catholick' Church has | 

always ftobtl upon: the' Authotity- of Symbols, 

is 4 meer Viſien; 'the' Churd indeed 'mads | 
in- AbſtraQ'6f Faith,” ors the” tie 'of 'Carhe- f 
camenes, "which" we "alt® the” Creed; <the | 
taught it to thoſe 'Cothecinrents, '25%an 'A- 

bridgment of © what's Revealed; the” Faith 

therefore "of Cathicamenes , "has an - imime- 

diate” tefpett” to \Revilitioh ; it muſt "rely | 4 
and be foytided "upow- that, if "it be” true; | -. > 
Ih a wort, 'Mrt.* "Ppt, either becauſe he 2 
does "not untettind the matter, 'or? gue of 
a defire (to cenftire” and © cotitradia the BY 
ſhop, explains, his, Oguron | after a yery odd 
manner, * his Expreſſions do very much fa- 
I. 2 vour 


 Aniniadverſions on 
your the Church ' of * Rowe , - and are far 
from being ſo exa&t as a Cenſor , ought 
to 'be.;:; he ſhews . that | he ; himſelf. ſtands 
in''\need of a great deal 'of Indulgence and 
Chriſtian forbearance. 


I wiſh from my Heart he may come to 
_ himſelf, confider. his fault, | and--repent. If 
he could but for a minute refle& in cool 
blood, upon his outragious way. of writing, 
and upon the Service. that he has done to 
the Enemies of the Trinity, by endeavouring 
to ſacrifice to them one of the | Defenders of 


. it, for whoſe Talents | he cannot but ex-. 


preſs ſome, eſteem, how averſe ſoever he 
may be to his Perſon, I am ſure he would 
be aſhamed of his Book. For notwith- 
ſtanding all his Paſſion, I am willing 
to - believe, ; that the Chriſtian Spirit _ is 
not altogether extinguiſhed. in, him. I 
would  haye him conſider, .that in the fight 
of God, *ris not he that TecelVes, but he 
that does: the Injury, that is Unhappy. 


1f.1 have chanced in this Paper, to ſay 
| any 


— 


Big and that pocket +00. '\near. to. 8 | 
8 his ' Angry Strain, I humbly; deſire, that 
| without more ado, you would. icike it 


our, 'as 'being writ.” againſt... 
_ 0 would by ' no means be. my flF'g 


— 


a fault, which I fincerely lam : 
; *. 
«4 4 
find" it in ot and” whicl 
, #4-a#4 3% T; # 
T cover "-me  'with-"the- More cortfi 
ſhould | be - found - hat 
condemn in another, x : 
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Books lately Printed for Richard Chiſwell at rhe 
Roſe aud Crowti's Sr, PauPs Church-Yard, © - 
9% COL GHSs 035 £3 SITE YT 
A Diſcourſe: of rhe Paftoral Care. -By the Right. Reverend Gf Ln 
£ i Sinon te oarng 7 SL ET rates ” 
w—is F or Diſcoerſes.&tlirered to the Clergy iof rhe Di-. 
oceſs of Sarmm : *Conrerning, I. The Truth. of che Chriſtian 
Religion. -7 —_— v5 ewe of —_— w The in» 
fallibility. and Aurhoxirty of. the;Ghurch.  1IY,: The Qbligations.rm 
Cs Colin of "the ChutWh: ay eek 
-Memoixs cf che- moſt -Reverend- THOMAS! 'CRAMMER, Arch», 
bifhop of Canterbury : Wherein che Hiſtory of. the Ghugch, and 
_ the Reforinartion of it, during the Primacy of the ſaid Ar F 
are greatly illuſtrared, and many fingylar, Matters relpving there: 
unto, now firſt publiſhed, In Three”Books.' Colletted "ctnefly 
from Records, Regiſters, Authentick Letters, and other Original 
Manuſcripts. Ry Fohn Strype, M. A, Fol. Jp Te iP 
Orige Leguin « Qr, A' Treatiſe of the Origine of *Eaws, and 
their Obliging Power; as alſo of their great Variety 3; and why 
' ſome Laws arc immurable, and ſome not, but may ſuffer change, 
or ceaſe to be, or be ſuſpended, or abrogated. In Seyen Books. 
By George Dawſon. Fol. 1694, 


A brief Diſcourſe concerning the Lawfulneſs of 'Worſhipping - 


'-God by the Common-Prayer ; in Anſwer to a 'Book, incituled, 
[4 Brief Diſcourſe of the Unlawfulneſs of Common-Prayer-Worſhip.) 
.By Fohn Williams, D.D. 4to. 1654. 

_ «Dr, John Conaur's Sermons, Publiſh'd by Dr. Williams, 1693, 89, 


Ruſhworth's Hiſtorical :Colle&ions; The. Third Part, in Two  , 


' 'Volumes. Conratning the Principal Macters which happened from 
the meeting of the Parliament, Nov. 3. 1640. to the end of the 
Year 1644. Wherein is a particular Accqgnt of the Riſe and Pro- 
greſs of the Civil War; to thar Period. Fol, 1692, | 
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The Hiſtory of the Troubles and Tryal of che Moſt Reverend 
Father in God wrm-oy/ ), OTE of Canter- 
bury ; Wrote by himſelk, akogit knpriſfonment in the Tower, 
To which is prefixed the Diary of his owt! Life, fairhfully and 
entirely publiſhed from rhe Original Copy. And ſubjoyned a 
Supplement co the preceding Hiſtory 3 the Arch-Biſhop's Laſt 
Will: His Large Anſwer to the Lord Say's Speech concerning 
Licurgies : His Angual Accounts of his Province deliycr'd to the 
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The hifty and Hapediency and Neceſſy | I 
Sermon preach'd.ar Sc. Martin's in the Fi ; 
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| Brief the Trinity.) To which is annexed TS1 

" Biſhop of Sarum, J. Author of the ſaid 00 chedame © ed - A 

Did ee. abs | be. 

An Eflay on the Memory of the fave QUE BM By.Gilhert - > 

Biſhop of Sarum; $vo, | * A 
Remarks of an Univerſiry-Man upon a lace Book, falfly called, «- - 

A Vindication of the Aber, 1 Fathers, ag pſt- the- Imput ations : | 


The Charalters of Divine- Revelation.  & Sermon Preached at - 
St, Martin's in the Fields, EC 4: "Worn: Being. LIGS. EN 


from the Originals, by Ralph Barker- D; D. Ct 
8. 169'5- | 
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